Staff
Summary
Report

T

To: Mayor and City Council Agenda Item Number _40
Through: City Manager Meeting Date: 11/01/01

SUBJECT:

PREPARED BY:

REVIEWED BY:

BRIEF:

COMMENTS:

RIO SALADO ANNEXATION AREA - PART II #Z0N-2001.07
Hector Tapia, Senior Planner (480-350-8331)
Dave Fackler, Development Services Manager (480-350-8333)

This 1s the first public hearing for the Rio Salado Annexation Area to appeal the Planning &
Zoning Commission decision to deny the request for a zoning change for 50.3 acres from AG
Agricultural District and I-2 General Industrial District to I-3 Heavy Industrial District.

PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (0406) ORDINANCE NO. 808.2001.07 Hold the first public
hearing for RIO SALADO ANNEXATION AREA - PART II (H. L. Kelly, property owner
and authorized representative on behalf of property owners of the Rio Salado Annexation Area)
for a zoning change from AG Agricultural District and I-2 General Industrial District to I-3
Heavy Industrial District. The following approval is requested from the City of Tempe:

#ZON-2000.06 ORDINANCE NO. 808.2001.07 A zoning change from AG Agricultural
District and I-2 General Industrial District to I-3 Heavy Industrial District for specific properties
within the McClintock - Rio Salado Parkway Redevelopment Area, consisting of 50.3 net acres.

Document Name: 2001101devsrh07 Supporting Documents: Yes

SUMMARY:

RECOMMENDATION:

In November of 1999, the City annexed a 110-acre county island, also known as the "Rio Salado
Annexation Area". On March 30, 2000, Council approved I-2 Zoning to 103 acres of the 110-
acre area. On June 7, 2001, redevelopment staff was directed by City Council to explore the
possibilities of creating a redevelopment district from the recently annexed area. Redevelopment
staff drafted and presented an agreement to property owners within the proposed redevelopment
boundary and 65% of them signed the petition supporting the formation of the district. On
September 13, 2001, City Council approved the formation of the McClintock — Rio Salado
Parkway Redevelopment District. The current request is on behalf of property owners, of 35
parcels, who wish to rezone approximately 50.3 net acres to I-3, Heavy Industrial Zoning
District. These properties are surrounded on all sides by existing industrial uses. The next phase
of the redevelopment plan 1s to advertise a Request for Qualifications (RFQ). A master developer
will be selected and produce a redevelopment and implementation plan for the redevelopment
district. Planning and Redevelopment staff met with various property owners and received input
regarding this process and request. On October 9, 2001, Planning Commission denied this
request. Commissioners indicated that the I-3 zoning requested is not consistent with the General
Plan and that there were no assurances that the Redevelopment Plan would eliminate the I-3 uses
in the near future. Redevelopment Staff explained the redevelopment process regarding this
request and the reasons why I-3 is supported at this time. Although staff understands
Commissioners concerns, the Redevelopment Plan should address their concerns through
guidelines and implementation tools.

Staff — Approval
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1. List of Attachments

2. History & Facts/Description

3. General Plan Conformance/Comments

4. Recommendation / Reasons for Approval

ATTACHMENTS:

A. Location Map

B. Redevelopment Staff Summary Report

C. Resolution No. 2001.44, Designation of the McClintock — Rio Salado
Parkway Redevelopment Area

D. Acceptance of the Agreement to Establish a Redevelopment Area

E. Maricopa County Zoning Map, prior to annexation on 11/99

F. Letter from Property Owners of the Annexed Area, March 21, 2000

G. Planning Commission Minutes, October 9, 2001

H. Ordinance No. 2001.07
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HISTORY:

July 10, 1997.

September 24.1998.

October 14, 1999,

February 22, 2000.

March 30, 2000.

June 7, 2001.

August 28, 2001.

September 13, 2001.

October 9, 2001.

DESCRIPTION:

City Council authorized the Public Works Director to enter into Development
Agreements with property owners in the County Island per Resolution No. 97.38.
The Development Agreement guarantees I-2 Zoning in exchange for signing a
petition and agreeing to the annexation. The Zoning Ordinance establishes
"grandfather rights" of existing uses and buildings

City Council authorized staff to proceed with the annexation at a public hearing.
City Council annexed the County Island by adopting Ordinance 99.34.

Planning Commission procedurally denied a zoning change to I-2 for 103 acres,
by a 3-1 vote. Commissioners Mattson, DiDimenico and Spitler dissented and
Garth abstained due to conflict of interest. Four residents spoke in opposition to
the zone change.

Council held the second public hearing for a request by the City to rezone 103
acres of the Rio Salado Annexation Area from AG Agricultural to I-2 General
Industrial. The zoning was granted by a 6-1 vote by Council. Several neighbors
spoke, mostly in opposition to I-2 zoning. Many wanted I-3 zoning because that
1s the zoning they had in the County and would enable them to sell their properties
to other I-3 businesses.

City Council directed staff to explore the possibilities of creating a redevelopment
plan of the area bounded by McClintock Drive to the west, Freeway 101 to the
east, Rio Salado Parkway to the south, and Rio Salado to the north.

Planning Commission continued this request. Previous continued dates: April 25,
September 12, 2000; January 23, March 27, 2001.

City Council approved the Development Disposition Agreement (DDA) with
property owners and the McClintock - Rio Salado Parkway Redevelopment Area.

Planning Commission denied the request for a zoning change from AG,
Agricultural and 1-2, General Industrial to I-3 on a 4-3 vote.

Applicant - City of Tempe and H. L. Kelly, representing property owners
Existing zoning - AG Agricultural , I-2, General Industrial

Proposed zoning - I-3 Heavy Industrial

Total site area - approximately 50.3 net acres
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GENERAL PLAN:  The General Plan 2020 Projected Land Use Map calls the subject area as Mixed
Use. The mixed use category encourages development of creatively designed
projects which combine residential, service, office and retail uses. The requested
rezoning does not meet this designation but the future goal of the redevelopment
plan does.

CONFORMANCE: These properties were originally zoned by Maricopa County as Rural - 43, IND 2
and IND 3 until November 1999, when they were annexed into the City of Tempe
and automatically reverted to AG Agricultural. The proposed zoning change is
from AG Agricultural and I-2 General Industrial to 1-3 Heavy Industrial.

The land use for this 50.3 acres being rezoned has been primarily industrial with
some residential and has been part of Maricopa County until the City annexed it
last year. Eventually, the entire "McClintock - Rio Salado Parkway
Redevelopment Area" is projected in General Plan 2020 to transition into the
"Mixed Use" designation.

COMMENTS: In November of 1999, the City annexed the 110-acre county island, also known as
the "Rio Salado Annexation Area". Through a Development Agreement, the City
consented to grant I-2 zoning to the 85% of property owners who signed the
petition in agreement with the annexation. On March 30, 2000, Council granted I-
2 Zoning to 103 of the 110 acres. The current request is on behalf of property
owners, of 35 parcels, who wish to rezone approximately 50.3 net acres to I-3,
Heavy Industrial Zoning District.

The properties consist primarily of existing heavy industrial uses and buildings
including the following: millwork manufacturing & planing yards, cement mixing
plants, construction yards with storage tanks, salvage yards, metal recycling yards,
and heavy manufacturing plants. Most of this 50.3 acres was previously zoned I-3
in the County which allows for the above-listed industrial uses.

The property owners submitted a narrative dated March 21, 2000 (attachment F).
They stated that the area is adjacent to I-3 zoning to the east and wish to have
appropriate zoning for their businesses, which is I-3 Heavy Industrial.

The property owners understand that the zoning ordinance establishes
"grandfather rights" to all buildings and uses legally existing at the time of the
annexation. They realize that they may expand up to 25% or sell their businesses.
However, they are concerned that they cannot change the use to another I-3 use or
sell the property to a different 1-3 use in the future.

Before this area was annexed into the City of Tempe, only some of the properties
in the Rio Salado Annexation Area had 1I-3 zoning. Approximately 30 acres, to
the north of the area, was zoned Rural-43 in the County --a portion of it with a use
permit for sand and gravel extractions -- and approximately 15 acres to the south
of the area had IND-2 zoning in the County.

Rio Salado Annexation Area, #2ON-2000.06 Attachment #3



RECOMMENDATION:

REASON FOR
APPROVAL.:

These properties are surrounded on all sides by existing industrial uses, therefore,
staff believes industrial zoning is compatible with existing land uses. However,
in the near future, the redevelopment plan should include office, retail, and light
industrial uses as projected in the General Plan 2020 Land Use Map. While there
1s I-3 land to the east of these properties, the City has not zoned any land in
Tempe as I-3 for many years. At this point in time, it is appropriate to rezone this
site to the requested I-3 because the rezoning will allow the City to meet the
agreement signed by property owners that supported the annexation process and
the creation of the McClintock - Rio Salado Redevelopment Area. Staff
recommends approval subject to the City of Tempe and the property owners
agreement, dated September 13, 2001.

Planning Commission

On October 9, 2001, Planning Commission denied this request. Commissioners
indicated that the I-3 zoning requested is not consistent with the General Plan and
that there were no assurances that the Redevelopment Plan would eliminate the I-
3 uses in the near future. Redevelopment Staff explained the redevelopment
process regarding this request and the reasons why I-3 is supported at this time.
Although staff understands Commissioners concerns, the Redevelopment Plan
should address their concerns through guidelines and implementation tools.

Approval of I-3 Heavy Industrial Zoning for those properties listed in DDA
September 13, 2001 and the creation of the McClintock — Rio Salado
Redevelopment District.

1. 1-3 Heavy Industrial Zoning shall be a temporary designation since the
redevelopment plan development guidelines should supersede any zoning
classification within the district.

2. The formation of the Redevelopment Plan will allow the clean up of the
environmentally contaminated parcels.

3. The redevelopment plan should open opportunities for the development
community and property owners within this area to maximize the potential
of this northeast area of Tempe.

Rio Salado Annexation Area, #ZON-2000.06 Attachment #4
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Staff 6 rr
Summary

Report I
To: Mayor and City Council Agenda Item Number

Through: City Manager

Meeting Date: 09/13/01

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION NO. 2001.44 / DESIGNATION OF THE MCCLINTOCK-
RIO SALADO PARKWAY REDEVELOPMENT AREA
PREPARED BY: Neil Calfee, Senior Planner (480-350-2912)
REVIEWED BY:  Steve L. Nielsen, Community Design and Development Director (480-350-8028)
BRIEF: Request approval of Resolution 2001.44 designating the McClintock-Rio Salado
Parkway Redevelopment Area and authorizing the preparation of a redevelopment
plan for the Area.
COMMENTS: RIO SALADO MASTER PLAN (0112-07-03) RESOLUTION NO. 2001.44
Request approval of Resolution 2001.44 for the designation of the McClintock-
Rio Salado Parkway Redevelopment Area and authorizing the preparation of a
redevelopment plan for the Area.
Document Name: 20010913devsrh09 Supporting Documents: No
SUMMARY: Resolution 2001.44 designates the McClintock-Rio Salado Pkwy Redevelopment

HISTORY AND FACTS:

FISCAL NOTE:

RECOMMENDATION:

Area and authorizes the creation of a Redevelopment Plan for the area.

At the June 7, 2001 meeting of the City Council, Staff was directed to explore the
possibility of creating a redevelopment area for the 200+ acres at the northeast
corner of McClintock Drive and Rio Salado Parkway. Included within this area is
a large portion of the County Island that was annexed into the City in November
1999. Since the June 7™ meeting, staff has sent out an agreement to establish a
redevelopment area that provided several inducements in exchange for support for
the formation of a district, 65% of the property area signed the agreement.

The Resolution authorizes the undertaking of a Community Development Block
Grant Redevelopment Project to plan and carry out a comprehensive slum and
blight removal and redevelopment program. Upon approval of the Resolution,
Staff will prepare a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) that will call for a private
sector development entity with specific expertise in environmental remediation
and development to prepare and implement the redevelopment plan.

The preparation of the redevelopment plan for this area would be conducted, and
paid for, by a private sector development entity. The implementation of that plan
would also be the responsibility of that development entity, although it is
anticipated that the City would have some form of partnership with that group to
facilitate the redevelopment of this area, especially in the early years. In
anticipation of that partner ship, the City has applied for a $3.5 million Section
108 loan guarantee from HUD, no money has been awarded at this time nor can
these funds be allocated to this project without Council approval.

Approval of Resolution No. 99.13 and authorization to begin the redevelopment
area planning process.
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RESOLUTION NO. 2001.44

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF TEMPE, ARIZONA,
RELATING TO REDEVELOPMENT AREAS; DESIGNATING THE MCCLINTOCK-
RIO SALADO PARKWAY REDEVELOPMENT AREA AS A SUITABLE AREA FOR A
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT; APPROVING AN UNDERTAKING OF A
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT PROGRAM; AND DESIGNATING
THE TEMPE CITY COUNCIL AS THE REDEVELOPMENT COMMISSION.
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WHEREAS, under Title I of the Housing and Community development act of 1974, as amended (herein
referred to as “Title I”’), the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development is authorized to extend financial assistanc
to Cities in the elimination and prevention of the spread of their slums and urban blight through the planning and
undertaking Community Development Block Grant projects; and

WHEREAS, Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national origin under any program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance and Executive Order
11063 prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, religion (creed), color sex or national origin in sale, lease or
other disposition of residential property (including land intended for residential use) or in the use of occupancy
thereof and Section 119 of the Rehabilitation Comprehensive Services and Development Disabilities
Amendment of 1978 to Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 prohibits discrimination on the basis of
disability under any program or activity receiving federal financial assistance; and

WHEREAS, A.R.S. §36-1475 and A.R.S. §36-1476 allow a municipality, by Resolution of its governing
body, to delegate certain duties, obligations, powers and rights to a Redevelopment Commission; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Tempe does not choose to delegate any or all of the powers
conferred upon it by Article 3, Chapter 12, Title 36, Arizona Revised Statutes; and

WHEREAS, it is desirable and in the public interest that the City of Tempe make surveys and prepare
plans, acquire and manage property, relocate persons and businesses, clear land and conduct rehabilitation work
in order to undertake and carry out Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Redevelopment Project of
the character contemplated by Title I, in the area proposed as the McClintock-Rio Salado Parkway
Redevelopment Area, situated in the City of Tempe, County of Maricopa, and State of Arizona, which real
property is generally described on attached Exhibit “A,” incorporated herein by reference.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
TEMPE, as follows:

SECTION 1. That the McClintock-Rio Salado Parkway Redevelopment Area described on
attached Exhibit “A” is an area appropriate for a CDBG Redevelopment Project, and that the undertaking by the
City of Tempe of a CDBG Redevelopment Project of the character contemplated by Title I in the proposed area
is necessary in the interest of public health, safety, morals or welfare of the residents of the City and is hereby
approved.

SECTION 2. That the McClintock-Rio Salado Parkway Redevelopment Area is an area in need
of redevelopment under the provisions of A.R.S. §36-1471 et seq., and that the Development Services
Department of the City of Tempe is hereby authorized and directed to carry-out a program of study and



planning leading to the preparation of a redevelopment and preservation plan for the designated area. Further
that upon the completion of the redevelopment and preservation plan and its review by the Planning and Zoning
Commission of the City of Tempe, that the plan be presented to the City Council for its adoption by ordinance.

SECTION 3. That the financial assistance available under Title I is needed to enable the City of
Tempe to finance the planning and undertaking of the proposed Project.

SECTION 4. That the City is cognizant of the conditions that are imposed in the undertaking
and carrying out of CDBG Redevelopment Projects with federal financial assistance under Title I.

SECTION 5. That the United States of America and the Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development by, and they hereby are, assured of full compliance by the City of Tempe with regulations of the
Department of Housing and Urban Development and in particular those effectuating Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and applicable Executive Orders.

SECTION 6. That it is the consensus of this body, that a feasible method for the relocation of
individuals and families displaced from the CDBG Redevelopment Project Area, in conformity with the
requirements of Title I, can be prepared.

SECTION 7. This Resolution is passed and adopted to comply with the provisions of A.R.S.
§36-1471 et seq., and in particular A.R.S. §36-1473.

SECTION 8. That the role of Redevelopment Commission as contemplated by Article 3,
Chapter 12, Title 36, Arizona Revised Statutes, be under taken by the Tempe City Council which shall have all
of the powers set forth therein,

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TEMPE, ARIZONA,
this day of , 2001.

Mayor

ATTEST:

City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney



EXHIBIT “A”

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
MCCLINTOCK-RIO SALADO PARKWAY
REDEVELOPMENT AREA

Three parcels of land being a portion of the Northeast and Northwest Quarters of Section 13, Township 1 North,
Range 4 East, Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, being more particularly
described as follows:

Parcel 1: The Northwest Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of said Section 13.

Excepting therefrom any portion previously dedicated to the City of Tempe for roadway
purposes.

Parcel 2: All that portion of land described in Annexation Ordinance 99.34 as recorded in Maricopa
County Recorder’s Instrument Number 99-1046990.

Excepting therefrom Parcel 4 as shown on said annexation Ordinance 99.34

Parcel 3: That part of said Northeast and Northwest Quarters of said Section 13, bounded on the West by
the West line of that certain parcel of land described in Annexation Ordinance 389 a recorded in Docket 4473,
Pages 101 through 105, Maricopa County Recorder; on the North by North line of the South half of the North

half of said Section 13; on the South by the South line of the North half of said Section 13; and on the East by

the East line of the South half of the North half of said Section 13.

Excepting therefrom any portion previously dedicated to the City of Tempe for roadway
purposes.
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Staff rr
Summary I

Report
To: Mayor and City Council Agenda Item Number
Through: City Manager Meeting Date: 09/13/01

SUBJECT: ACCEPTANCE OF THE AGREEMENT TO ESTABLISH A
REDEVELOPMENT AREA FOR THE 200+ ACRES AT THE
NORTHEAST CORNER OF RIO SALADO PKWY AND
MCCLINTOCK DR.

PREPARED BY: Neil Calfee, Senior Planner (480-350-2912)
REVIEWED BY: Steve L. Nielsen, Redevelopment Director (480-350-8028)

BRIEF: Request Council Approval for the Mayor to sign the Agreement to
Establish a Redevelopment Area between the City of Tempe and selected
property owners within the proposed McClintock-Rio Salado Parkway
Redevelopment Area.

COMMENTS: Request Council Approval for the Mayor to sign the Agreement to
Establish a Redevelopment Area between the City of Tempe and selected
property owners within the proposed McClintock-Rio Salado Parkway
Redevelopment Area.

Document Name: 20010913devsrh03 Supporting Documents: No

SUMMARY: The Agreement to Establish a Redevelopment Area was signed by 65% of
the property owners within the proposed McClintock-Rio Salado Parkway
Redevelopment Area. This document also contains a provision for Staff
support for rezoning selected properties to 1-3.

HISTORY AND FACTS:

At the June 7, 2001 meeting of the Tempe City Council, Staff was directed to explore the possibility of
creating a redevelopment area for the 200+ acres of property bounded by Rio Salado Parkway on the
South, McClintock Drive on the West, the Salt River Bottom on the North, and the Price/Pima Freeway
on the East. A large portion of the County Island that was annexed into the City in November 1999 is
included within this boundary. The intent of the redevelopment area would be to clean-up the
environmental contamination that exists within much of the area and create new development
opportunities for commercial/retail, residential, office and light industrial uses.

Understanding that several issues had been identified since the annexation process, the City proposed an
agreement between the City and all property owners within in the proposed redevelopment boundary.

2584-11/141829v8 6/19/2001



By signing the Agreement to Establish a Redevelopment Area (See Attachment “A’), property owners
agreed to the formation of the redevelopment area and may have qualified for/or benefited from one or
more of the following:

. For property owners who were annexed in 1999 and had [-3 zoning in the County, the
City would agree to support the rezoning from 1-2 to City of Tempe I-3 zoning.

" The City agrees to spend the $900,000 in infrastructure, that was previously committed as
part of the annexation, within the proposed redevelopment boundary.

. The City will issue a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for a master planner/developer

who would create the redevelopment plan for the area and implement that plan. The City
will give weight in the selection process for a development team who has experience in
environmental remediation as well as redevelopment. A preference will also be given for
any developer who owns or who has developmental control of property within the
proposed redevelopment area.

This agreement was signed by 65% of the property owners within the proposed redevelopment
boundary.

Should the Council authorize the formation of the redevelopment district, those that did not sign the
agreement would not receive the I-3 zoning (if they were initially eligible), but would still be in the
district and benefit from the infrastructure improvements and other redevelopment programs. Those that
did sign the agreement, and had I-3 zoning in the County, would be able to apply for I-3 zoning with
Staft support.

FISCAL NOTE: The $900,000 infrastructure commitment has already been allocated within the CIP
for this purpose.

RECOMMENDATION: Authorize the Mayor to sign the Agreement to Establish a Redevelopment
Area with the property owners in Attachment “B”.

2584-11/141829v8 2 6/19/2001



Attachment “A”

Recorded at the request of:
CITY OF TEMPE

When recorded, return to:
CITY OF TEMPE BASKET

AGREEMENT TO ESTABLISH REDEVELOPMENT AREA
[CITY CONTRACT NO. ]

THIS AGREEMENT TO ESTABLISH REDEVELOPMENT AREA ("Agreement")
1s entered into as of the date executed by the CITY OF TEMPE, by and between the CITY OF
TEMPE, an Arizona municipal corporation (which, together with any successor public body or
officer hereafter designated by or pursuant to law, is hereinafter referred to as "City"), and the
Property Owners of the real property to which this Agreement relates and who have executed this
Agreement (the "Property Owners").

RECITALS

A. The Property Owners own certain parcels of real property located in the City
of Tempe which are legally described in Exhibit "A'" (the "Property") and generally situated
between the Salt River to the north, the Rio Salado Parkway to the south, McClintock Road to the
west, and the Pima Freeway to the east.

B. The Property was annexed into the municipal boundaries of the City pursuant
to a Development Agreement between the Property Owners and others and the City recorded as
Instrument No. 98-0545156, Official Records of Maricopa County, Arizona (the "Annexation
Agreement"). Pursuant to the terms and conditions of the Annexation Agreement, the City agreed to
provide municipal services to the Property, grant certain sales tax abatements to businesses operated
within the Property and provide other development and operational incentives to and for the benefit
of the Property as part of the consideration for the agreement of the Property Owners and others to
permit the annexation of the Property.

C. The parties now desire and intend to enter into this Agreement in anticipation
of the creation and establishment of the Property as a "Redevelopment Area" as defined in
A.R.S. §36-1471(14), which, if established, is anticipated to result in improvements to, and new
uses of, the Property and effect direct and indirect, substantial tangible and intangible benefits to the
general public and the citizenry of the City, including, without limitation, the facilitation of the

2584-11/141829v8 3 6/19/2001



expansion of industrial, commercial, retail and other businesses and the overall employment base in
a key commercial and industrial area within the City.

D. The parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement constitutes a
"Development Agreement" within the meaning of Arizona Revised Statutes, Section 9-500.05, and
that, in accordance therewith, this Agreement shall be recorded against the Property in the Office of
the Maricopa County Recorder to give notice to all persons of its existence and of the parties' intent
that the burdens and benefits contained herein be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties
hereto and their respective successors and assigns.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual agreements set forth herein, it
is understood and agreed by the parties hereto as follows:

AGREEMENT

1. Rezoning of I-3 Parcels. The parties hereto acknowledge that, prior to the
annexation of the Property pursuant to the Annexation Agreement, certain parcels within the
Property were zoned I-3 (heavy industrial) in Maricopa County. Such parcels are described and
depicted by cross-hatching in Exhibit "B" attached hereto (the "I-3 Parcels"). After the Property
was annexed into the municipal boundaries of the City, the City rezoned all of the Property,
including the I-3 Parcels, to an I-2 (general industrial) zoning classification. The owners of the I-3
Parcels (the " I-3 Parcel Owners") desire and intend to obtain an I-3 zoning classification in the City
with respect to the Property described in Exhibit "B". In connection therewith, all of the I-3 Parcel
Owners executing this Agreement hereby authorize to prepare and submit,
on behalf of all of the I-3 Parcels, a rezoning application for the purpose of changing the zoning
classification for the I-3 Parcels to I-3 (heavy industrial) (the "Rezoning Application"). The City
hereby agrees that it shall accept the Rezoning Application and shall process such application as
expeditiously as possible and otherwise work with the I-3 Parcel Owners in good faith to achieve
such rezoning without unusual or extraordinary conditions or stipulations, and shall waive its
application fees in connection with the Rezoning Application. Any Property Owners who have
previously made application for a rezoning of their respective property hereby acknowledge and
agree that, immediately upon the execution of this Agreement by the City, they shall withdraw all
such pending applications.

2. Redevelopment of Propertv. The Property Owners and the City hereby
acknowledge and agree that it is in the best interests of the Property Owners and the City and its
citizenry to work together in good faith to redevelop the Property as a "redevelopment area” as
defined in A.R.S. Section 36-1471(14). As a result, promptly after the date of this Agreement, the
City shall initiate the process required pursuant to the provisions of A.R.S. Section 36-1471, e seq.,
to classify the Property, together with additional adjacent real property depicted by cross-hatching in
Exhibit "C"” attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference (collectively, the
"Redevelopment Area"), as a redevelopment area. Such actions shall include preparing and
processing all redevelopment plans, resolutions, applications and other documents and materials
necessary to establish the Redevelopment Area as a redevelopment area in accordance with the

2584-11/141829v8 4 6/19/2001



provisions of A.R.S. Section 36-1471 et seq. The Property Owners shall, to the extent necessary,
execute and deliver such documents and instruments which the City may need or require in
connection with the establishment of the Redevelopment Area as a redevelopment area; provided,
however, that the City hereby expressly agrees that it shall not adopt a redevelopment plan for the
Redevelopment Area until the date that is thirty-one (31) days after the rezoning of the 1-3 Parcels as
described in Section 1 above is approved by the City with no referendum petition having been filed
with the City Clerk.

3. Request for Qualifications. The Property Owners and the City hereby
acknowledge and agree that, at such time, if at all, that the Property is classified as a Redevelopment
Area in accordance with the provisions of A.R.S. Section 36-1471, et seq., the City shall issue to the
general public a request for qualifications for a redeveloper as defined in A.R.S.
Section 36-1471(13) (the "Redeveloper") for the Redevelopment Area (a "RFQ"). In connection
with the RFQ, the City shall set forth specific parameters and other qualifying criteria for such
Redeveloper, which shall include, without limitation, the following:

(a) The City's preference to select a Redeveloper who owns or who has
legally binding development control of real property within the Redevelopment Area on the
date of response to the RFQ.

(b)  The Redeveloper must have a thorough knowledge of the existing
environmental conditions affecting the Redevelopment Area and be able to establish that 1t
has knowledge and experience in the means and methods of remediation of any adverse
environmental conditions affecting the Redevelopment Area, including a working knowledge
of any federal, state or local funding sources and programs relating to the payment of the
costs associated with the remediation of environmentally-contaminated properties,
brownfields and the like, and the availability of insurance relative to the protection of rights
and interests of owners of environmentally-contaminated property.

(c) The Redeveloper shall have prepared a viable redevelopment plan for
the Redevelopment Area, which is based upon an economic analysis of the highest and best
land uses for the Redevelopment Area, taking into consideration the location of the
Redevelopment Area, unusual or unique site conditions, and existing and new land uses for
the Redevelopment Area which will accommodate the needs and requirements of existing or
new commercial businesses in the City.

(d) The Redeveloper must be able to establish that it has substantial
experience in the development and/or redevelopment of commercial, industrial and mixed-
use real property.

(e) The Redeveloper shall have a thorough knowledge and substantial
experience in the design, construction, installation and financing of off-site and on-site public
and private infrastructure improvements, including the infrastructure needs of the
Redevelopment Area, including streets, wet and dry utilities, drainage retention and the like.
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4. Infrastructure Assistance. The City hereby acknowledges that, as part of the
incentives to the Property Owners for their agreement to annex the Property into the City, the City
agreed to assist the Property Owners in connection with the cost of construction of certain public
infrastructure improvements to the Property, including, without limitation, street improvements,
water and sewer lines and conduits and drainage improvements. In fulfillment of the City’s
obligations, the City shall provide an amount equal to Nine Hundred Thousand Dollars
($900,000.00) of funding for the construction of public infrastructure improvements for the
Property. In the event the Property is classified as a redevelopment area in accordance with
AR.S. Section 36-1471, et seq., as contemplated in Section 2 above, then, in that event, such
infrastructure funds will be made available for use in connection with the construction and
installation of infrastructure improvements within the Redevelopment Area. In addition to the funds
to be provided by the City for the construction of public infrastructure improvements as described in
the foregoing, the City shall also cooperate in good faith with the Property Owners in connection
with the establishment and implementation of other methods and means of public financing of
infrastructure improvements, such as the creation of improvement districts, community facilities
districts or other special taxing districts as may be available pursuant to Arizona law.

5. Sales Tax Rebates. The City hereby confirms that it shall rebate all transaction
privilege taxes paid by any Property Owners to the City in connection with the operation of any
retail or other business which existed on any portion of the Property at the time of the annexation of
the Property to the City. Such rebates shall be in an amount equal to the City’s portion of all
transaction privilege taxes paid by such Property Owners resulting from sales or other taxable
transactions occurring during the period from January 1, 2000 through December 31, 2002.

6. Approvals. The City hereby acknowledges and agrees that in connection with
any development of any portion of the Property or the redevelopment of the Redevelopment Area,
as the case may be, the City will use its best efforts to timely review and respond, to the greatest
extent possible, to any requests for approvals of rezonings, site plans, infrastructure plans, design
plans and building plans, and the City further agrees that no unusual or extraordinary plan or review
requirements, conditions or stipulations will be imposed on any Property Owner within the Property,
or the Redevelopment Area, as the case may be. In order to ensure timely and effective
communication and response with and by the City, the City shall designate an individual within the
City’s planning department who shall be the primary contact for any Property Owner in connection
with any approval request. The City hereby designates Neil Calfee as the inttial primary contact
within the City.

7. Provision of Municipal Services. The City hereby agrees that at all times it shall
provide normal and customary municipal services to the Property, including adequate fire
protection, police protection, paramedic and emergency services, refuse collection and disposal, and
potable water and sanitary sewer service, to the same extent provided to all other property owners
within the municipal boundaries of the City.

8. City Council Action Requirement. The City and Property Owners acknowledge
that, notwithstanding any language of this Agreement or any subsequent additional document, no
act, requirement, payment or other agreed-upon action to be done or performed by the City which

2584-11/141829v8 6 6/19/2001



would, under any federal, state or city constitution, statute, charter provision, ordinance or
regulation, require formal action, approval or concurrence by the City Council, will be required to
be done or performed by the City unless and until said formal City Council action has been taken
and completed. "Completion" under this provision means that such City Council action is no
longer subject to referendum action.

9. Institution of Legal Actions. Any legal actions instituted pursuant to this
Agreement must be filed in the Superior Court within the County of Maricopa, State of Arizona. In
any legal action, the prevailing party in such action will be entitled to reimbursement by the other
party for all costs and expenses of such action, including reasonable attorneys' fees as may be fixed
by the Court.

10. Applicable Law. The laws of the State of Arizona will govern the interpretation
and enforcement of this Agreement.

11. Rights and Remedies Are Cumulative. Except as otherwise expressly stated in
this Agreement, the rights and remedies of the parties are cumulative, and the exercise by any party
of one or more of such rights or remedies will not preclude the exercise by it, at the same time or
different times, of any other rights or remedies for the same default or any other default by such
defaulting party.

12. Notices, Demands and Communications Between Parties. All notices,
demands or other writings in this Agreement provided to be given, made or sent by any party hereto
to other parties will be deemed to have been fully given, made or sent when made in writing and
personally delivered or deposited in the United States mail prepaid registered or certified and
addressed as follows:

To City: City Clerk
City of Tempe
31 East Fifth Street
Tempe, Arizona 85281

With a copy to: City Attorney
31 East Fifth Street
Tempe, Arizona 85281

To each of the Property Owners: As set forth in the counterpart signature
pages attached hereto

With a copy to: Christopher A. Schmaltz, Esq.
Gammage & Burnham, P.L.C.
Two North Central Avenue
18" Floor
Phoenix, Arizona 85004
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The address to which any notice, demand or other writing may be given, made or sent to any party
may be changed by written notice as above provided.

13. Conflict of Interests. No member, official or employee of the City may have any
direct or indirect interest in this Agreement, nor participate in any decision relating to the
Agreement which is prohibited by law. All parties hereto acknowledge that this Agreement is
subject to cancellation pursuant to the provisions of Arizona Revised Statute Section 38-511.

14. Warranty_Against Payment of Consideration for Agreement. Property
Owners warrant that they have not paid or given, and will not pay or give, any third person any
money or other consideration for obtaining this Agreement, other than normal costs of conducting
business and costs of professional services such as architects, consultants, engineers and attorneys.

15. Nonliability_of Officials and Emplovees. No member, official or employee of
the City will be personally liable to Property Owners, or any successor in interest, in the event of
any default or breach by the City or for any amount which may become due to Property Owners or
successor, or on any obligation under the terms of this Agreement.

16. No Waiver. Except as expressly provided in this Agreement, any failure or delay
by any party in asserting any of its rights or remedies as to any default, will not operate as a waiver
of any default, or of any such rights or remedies, or deprive any such party of its right to institute
and maintain any actions or proceedings which it may deem necessary to protect, assert or enforce
any such rights or remedies.

17. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement shall be found invalid or
unenforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, the remaining provisions of this Agreement will
not be affected thereby and shall be valid and enforceable to the fullest extent permitted by law,
provided that the fundamental purposes of this Agreement are not defeated by such severability.

18. Captions. The captions contained in this Agreement are merely a reference and
are not to be used to construe or limit the text.

19. Counterparts; Entire Agreement; Amendments. This Agreement may be
executed in any number of duplicate originals or counterparts, each of which is deemed to be an
original. This Agreement and the exhibits which are incorporated herein by this reference,
constitutes the entire understanding and agreement of the parties, integrates all of the terms and
conditions mentioned herein or incidental hereto, and supersedes all negotiations or previous
agreements between the parties with respect to all or any part of the subject matter hereof.

20.No_Agency Created. Nothing contained in this Agreement creates any
partnership, joint venture or agency relationship between the City and the Property Owners. No
term or provision of this Agreement is intended to be for the benefit of any person, firm,
organization or corporation not a party hereto, and no other person, firm, organization or corporation
may have any right or cause of action hereunder.
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21. Defaults. In the event of default under any provision of this Agreement, the
nondefaulting party shall have all remedies available to it at law or in equity.

22. Governing Statutes. References are made in this Agreement to specific sections
of the Arizona Revised Statutes. Any such references mean the statute in effect on the date of the
execution of this Agreement and any subsequent renumbering or reordering of those provisions.

[END OF TEXT]
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement through their
representatives duly authorized to execute this document and bind their respective entities to the
terms and obligations herein contained on the day and year first written above.

ATTEST: CITY OF TEMPE, an Arizona municipal
corporation

By

, City Clerk Name

Title

Approved as to form:

, City Attorney

STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF MARICOPA )

On this day of , 2001, before me, the undersigned
officer, personally appeared ,
who acknowledged himv/herself to be of the

CITY OF TEMPE, a municipal corporation:
whom | know personally;
whose identity was proven to me on the oath of
, a

credible witness by me duly sworn;

whose identity I verified on the basis of his/her
and s/he, in such capacity, being authorized so to do, executed the foregoing instrument for the
purposes therein contained on behalf of that entity.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.

NOTARY SEAL:

Notary Public

2584-11/141829v8 10 6/19/2001



"PROPERTY OWNER"

a
By
Name
Title
Address
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF MARICOPA )
On this day of , 2001, before me, the undersigned
officer, personally appeared ,
who acknowledged him/herself to be of
, a(n) '
whom I know personally;
whose identity was proven to me on the oath of
, a
credible witness by me duly sworn;
whose identity | verified on the basis of his/her

¥

and s/he, in such capacity, being authorized so to do, executed the foregoing instrument for the
purposes therein contained on behalf of that entity.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.

NOTARY SEAL:

Notary Public
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"PROPERTY OWNER"

Name
Address
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF MARICOPA )
On this day of , , before me personally
appeared ,
whom I know personally;
whose 1dentity was proven to me on the oath of
, a credible
witness by me duly sworn;
whose identity I verified on the basis of his/her

and acknowledged that he/she executed the same.

NOTARY SEAL:

Notary Public
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Exhibit A —Legal Description

Three parcels of land being a portion of the Northeast and Northwest Quarters of Section 13, Township
1 North, Range 4 East, Gila and Salt River Base and Meridian, Maricopa County, Arizona, being more
particularly described as follows:

Parcel 1: The Northwest Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of said Section 13.

Excepting therefrom any portion previously dedicated to the City of Tempe for roadway
purposes.

Parcel 2: All that portion of land described in Annexation Ordinance 99.34 as recorded in
Maricopa County Recorder’s Instrument Number 99-1046990.

Excepting therefrom Parcel 4 as shown on said annexation Ordinance 99.34

Parcel 3: That part of said Northeast and Northwest Quarters of said Section 13, bounded on the
West by the West line of that certain parcel of land described in Annexation Ordinance 389 a recorded
in Docket 4473, Pages 101 through 105, Maricopa County Recorder; on the North by North line of the
South half of the North half of said Section 13; on the South by the South line of the North half of said
Section 13; and on the East by the East line of the South half of the North half of said Section 13.

Excepting therefrom any portion previously dedicated to the City of Tempe for roadway
purposes.
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Exhibit C
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Parcels Subject to I-3 Zoning:
13235007Q 132350152
13235012A 13235015L
13235007P 13235015W
13235007E 132350147
13235007F 13235014Y
13235009D 13235014X
13235009C 13235015Y
13235009B 13235014M
13235006D 13235014K
13235006C 13235020
13235006E 13235021B
13235933 13235021A
13235019 13235014E
13235015H 13235014H
13235015] 13235014V
13235015K 13235014U
13235015C 13235002A
13235023 13235002B
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Agreement to Establish a Redevelopment Area

D & L Laczko

Livia Laczko

5200 S. Lakeshore Dr. #17
Tempe, AZ 85283

JTD Real Estate LLC

J.T. Dameron

110 The Village Dr. #409
Redondo Beach, CA 90277

Urban & Company Realtor
Charles M. Urban

178 Center Street

Clinton, NJ 08809

Boyle Family Limited
Partnership

Incz Boyle

745 N. Stapley Dr.
Mesa, AZ 85203

General Partners Twelve
Donna J. McGregor
1121 N. Cherry Street
Mesa, AZ 85201

Pyrotek of Arizona, LLC
Kerry J. Welty

1932 E. Rio Salado Parkway
Tempe, AZ 85281

El F. Gates
12027 S. Tuzigoot Dr.
Phoenix, AZ 85044

D.p.P,L.LC.
David M. Burry
115 N. Perry Lane
Tempe, AZ 85281

Quimet, L.L.C.

Gary A. Drummond

2525 E. Arizona Biltmore
Circle Ste. 117

Phoenix, AZ 85016

2584-11/141829v8

Attachment “B”
39 ON 48 L.L.C.
Bradley D. Wilde

7600 E. Doubletree Ranch Rd.

#150
Scottsdale, AZ 85258

Pecos 108 L.L.C.
Bradley D. Wilde

7600 E. Doubletree Ranch Rd.

#150
Scottsdale, AZ 85258

C-40L.L.C.
Bradley D. Wilde

7600 E. Doubletree Ranch Rd.

#150
Scottsdale AZ 85258

American Eagle Tool Co. Inc.
Lucy Kelly

1966 E. Rio Salado Pkwy.
Tempe,AZ 85281

Arizona Public Service Co.
Michael T. Saccomando
P.O. Box 53999 Station 2178
Phoenix, AZ 85072-3999

Anita Craddock
745 S. El Dorado Rd.
Mesa, AZ 85202

Monty Germaine
1934 E. Rio Salado Pkwy.
Tempe, AZ 85281

Tri-City Land Development
203 N. McClintock Dr.
Tempe,AZ 85281

Paul A. Damm
1988 E. Rio Salado Pkwy.
Tempe, AZ 85281

Peter Gannon
11E. Papago Dr.
Tempe, AZ 85281

Troy & Arlene Valentine
847 W. 10™ Street
Mesa,AZ 85201

Brian Degiorgi
9050 E. McDonald
Scottsdale,AZ 85260

Livia Laczko
5200 S. Lakeshore Dr. #117
Tempe,AZ 85283

Chris & Birge Ruck
1982 Pima Street
Tempe,AZ 85203

First Northern Properties,
L.L.C.

Robert K. Beck

145 N. McClintock Dr.
Tempe,AZ 85281

Pima Perry Partners #1
Erwin A. “Flip” Weber
8009 N. 66" Street
Paradise Valley,AZ 85253

Emily Urban
180 Homestead Road
Hillsborough, NJ 08844

Haney Industrial Mortgage
Fund

William R. West

Rt.1, Box 488

Pheba, MS 39755

Stout Family Trust
Patricia K. Stout

16851 E. Mallard Ct.
Fountain Hills, AZ 85268

Rural/Metro Corporation
8401 E Indian School Rd
Scottsdale, AZ 85251
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March 21, 2000

To Whom it May Concern:

We, business and land owners of the annexed Rio Salado
area, submit these applications for rezoning of the land from
Agricultural to I-3 Heavy Industrial. |

Many of us were told by Larry Schmalz and is in the
written annexation agreement which some of us signed, that
the City of Tempe does not have 1-3 zoning, which we
previously had with the County, and that the closest (both in
proximity and previous zoning) available zone for our usage
is I-2. As you know, we were not even given I-2, but were
assigned Agricultural zoning.

We have discovered in the Zoning Book and Maps for
the City of Tempe, not only do you have the zoning I-3, but o
there is land adjacent to ours which is already zoned with I-3.

We also read, in the above mentioned items, our

businesses do NOT fit the description under Agricultural nor

I-2. Most appropriately, I-3 Heavy Industrial applies in our -
cases.

We are hoping you will correct this error and reassign

us I-3 Heavy Industrial.

Sincerely,
Property Owners of the Annexed Area - Rio Salado

F




Planning Commission Minutes 2
October 9, 2001

THE PLANNING COMMISSION THEN RETURNED TO THE REGULAR AGENDA.

PLANNED DEVELOPMENT (0406) ORDINANCE NO. 808.2001.07 Hold a public hearing for
RIO SALADO ANNEXATION AREA (H.L. Kelly, property owner and authorized representative on
behalf of property owners of the Rio Salado Annexation Area) for a zoning change from AG
Agricultural District and I-2 General Industrial District to I-3 Heavy Industrial District for existing
businesses. This request is on behalf of 35 parcels for approximately 50.3 acres who request I-3 Heavy
Industrial zoning. The following approvals are requested from the City of Tempe:

#ZON-2000.06 ORDINANCE NO. 808.2001.07 A zoning change from AG Agricultural
District and I-2 General Industrial District to I-3 Heavy Industrial District for specific properties
within the Rio Salado Annexation Area consisting of approximately 50.3 net acres with

boundaries of McClintock Drive to the west, Rio Salado Parkway to the south, Price to the east
and the Salt River to the north

There was no general public participation. F ' L E CUP Y

MOTION: Commissioner Collett made a motion to approve #ZON-2000.06. Commissioner Duke
seconded the motion.

Commissioner DiDomenico stated that although he has a better understanding of the process, after the
pre-session discussion, he still has a problem with the rezoning. He understands why staff is
recommending approval, but believes rezoning to I-3 could cause problems in the future. Commissioner
DiDomenico further stated that there is a reason why there hasn’t been I-3 zoning granted or even
proposed by city staff in approximately 20 or 30 years. He believes this is a good public policy that
should continue. Temporarily granting this rezoning in the hopes that future redevelopment will down-

zoned the property is optimistic at best and does not guarantee that it will happen. Commissioner
DiDomenico will vote against the motion.

Commissioner Spitler sought to verify that the process associated with the project was proper. He
thanked staff for clarifying the purpose of the development of a disposition agreement. He understands
that the agreement does not insure a zoning change but only states that the city will work with the
applicant to try to achieve that zoning change. Being heard before the Planning & Zoning Commission
is part of this process. Commissioner Spitler also had a concern with a zoning change that is not
supported by the General Plan. Since the City has devoted resources to this and will enter into a
redevelopment plan, he believes the city has an obligation to move towards the goals of the General Plan
in terms of land use. Commissioner Spitler further stated that if he should support this motion, it would
be because he has been given assurances by the staff that this case will return to the Commission as part
of a redevelopment package. This package would assure that the I-3 zoning could be changed to be
consistent with a mixed-use land designation in the General Plan.

Commissioner Huellmantel agreed with the previous commissioners. He is aware that staff has worked
toward an honorable goal and did so with good intentions, but he is not sure staff has covered the gap
between the rezoning of I-3 and the beginning of redevelopment. Commissioner Huellmantel further
stated that he has serious concerns with respect to the rezoning and will vote accordingly.

G



Planning Commission Minutes 3
October 9, 2001

Commissioner Collett stated that these annexed properties need to have something done to them. The
question is how to accomplish this task. What the Commission has before them is something that can
accomplish this goal and benefit the citizens of Tempe.

Commissioner Oteri agreed with some of the comments by the other Commissioners. He cannot, in all
good conscience, support the request.

Commissioner Duke agreed with Commissioner Collett.

VOTE: Failed 3-4 (Commissioners Huellmantel, DiDomenico, Spitler and Oteri dissented)

GENERAL PLAN (0401-01) Hold public hearing for CITY OF TEMPE GENERAL PLAN 2020
UPDATE (City of Tempe, applicant) for the adoption of a comprehensive, long-range general plan
update to include the required elements of the State Growing Smarter legislation, which requires
municipal plans to be adopted by the end of 2001, either by Public election or Council adoption.

#GEP-2001.73 RESOLUTION NO. 2001.57 Tempe General Plan 2020 Update for Growing
Smarter legislative compliance.

Chairman Mattson announced that this request requires two public hearings. The intention of the first
public hearing 1s to gather public input only. No recommendation or decision will be made at this

meeting. The second public hearing is scheduled for 7:00 p.m. October 23, 2001 at the Pyle Center, 655
East Southern Avenue.

There was no general public participation.

The regular meeting of the Planning & Zoning Commission adjourned at 7:15 p.m.

//Z:

Hector Tapia
Senior Planner

/jith
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ORDINANCE NO. 808.2001.07

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION I OF PART 2.F. OF
ORDINANCE NO. 808 OF THE CITY OF TEMPE AND THE
DISTRICT ZONING MAP ACCOMPANYING AND MADE
PART OF THE SAID ORDINANCE NO. 808.

2k 3k 2k o sk 3k sk 3k she sl e sk 2k ok sk sk ok ok 3k 3k ok 3k 3k sk Sk sk sk 3k sk ok Sk sk ok sk e sk 3k ok sk Ak ok ol ok ok 2k ok ok ok ok sk ok ok ok

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TEMPE,
ARIZONA, as follows:

SECTION 1. That Section I.2.F. of Ordinance No. 808 of the Zoning Ordinance
of the City of Tempe and the District Zoning Map of the City of Tempe accompanying and made
a part of the said Ordinance No. 808 be and they are hereby amended by removing the below
described properties from AG Agricultural District and I-2 General Industrial District and
including it in the [-3 Heavy Industrial.

Those parcels as recorded in the Office of the Maricopa County Recorder,
Arizona, in the following instruments and reference map on attached Exhibit “A”:

Maricopa County
Assessor Parcel No.

Vesting Document

132-35-002A 00-0260228
132-35-002B 88-0156027
132-35-006E 99-0311572
132-35-007E 96-0568220
132-35-007F 96-0568220
132-35-007P 00-0475340
132-35-007Q 98-0916263
132-35-009B 10725-1121
132-35-009C 98-1038867
132-35-009D 00-0151475
132-35-012A 83-0097786
132-35-014E 00-0783543
132-35-014H 00-0783542
132-35-014K 99-0222176
132-35-014M 94-0573276



132-35-014U 15991-0270

132-35-014V 15991-0270

132-35-014X 84-0197379

132-35-014Y 86-0041111

132-35-014Z 84-0197378

132-35-015C 99-0929467

132-35-015H 00-0078046

132-35-015J 00-0078046

132-35-015K 99-0929467

132-35-015L 99-0929467

132-35-015W 99-0929467

132-35-015Y 99-0929467

132-35-015Z 99-0929467

132-35-019 00-0260226

132-35-020 00-0554378

132-35-021 86-0366535 and 96-0404147
132-35-022 86-0366535 and 96-0404147
132-35-023 99-0929467

132-35-933 2959-240

SECTION 2. Further, those conditions of approval imposed by the City Council,
Case #Z0N-2001.07 are hereby expressly incorporated in ordinance by this reference.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Tempe, Arizona,

this day of , 2001.

ATTEST:

City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

City Attorney

Development Services Director

Mayor
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